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07-09-82 
·QUARTER 

JULY 
NO. 

03 
NUMBER AND STREET CITY STAFF NO. 

L. Koivuniemi 97 
CONTACT TITLE 

.. 
PRIMARY ACTIVITY 

REMARKS: 

BCBA (Resource Conservation Recovery Act)~ 

BCBA Inspection foJJow-up with Boy: Schrameck, Water 
Quality District Engineer. 

Meeting with the following company officials: 

-

Robert J. Schuttler: Director, Environmental Heal th & 
Safety, l?1a.stios and Ghemiea:ls Speeia:lty l}poup; Nia.gape. 
Falls, N.Y. telephone (716) 286-3102 • 

. 

·~· 

COUNTY 

Lenawee 
_DISTRICT 

Ann Arbor 
PROJECT 

01 MAJOR SOURCE 

02 MINOR SOURCE 

03 RESIDENCE 

04 MEETING - CONFERENCE 

05 TRAINING 

07 

08 

09 

10 

00 OTHER {explain) 

NO. 

46 
NO. 

08 

-

Mike McLin, Project Engineer, Morenci SURVEY ACTION TYPE NO. 

Riohiwd Speed, Ewri!'omnental Ettir--eP, Mepeaei 
John Kashner, Plant Manager, Morenci 

Lee Huffaker, Chemist, and Richard Fredrick, Production 
Superintendent, both of Morenci and usually involved in 
RCRA inspections were both absent from today's meeting 
and follow up inspection. 

01 EMISSION POINTS 
INVESTIGATED 

02 VISIBLE EMISSION 
EVALUATION 

03 SOURCE TEST (STAFF} 

04 SOURCE TEST 
(COMPANY) 

05 GRAB SAMPLE 

06 PICTURES TAKEN 

Source of PCB' s: 09 

10 

Sample fl2 in area £. collected 5-18-82 had 2,500,00 11 

}4"'·.g1.~•I.Jti,~~~_ru~-~ni._:~25:c~:._:p~~RB_!_ls._e_.{Jll/N~~-,t._~.z.o~c~~-~-u-1--4·'3.l-•~h<i.n~!'!'-ct:l'¥···'--!'~~~/4:ed------------
in 6-22-82 Activity Report) • 13 

14 

The company could not or would not explain4how high level, 1 5 

of PCB' s were fouud in this sto:r,age &!'ea. -~ 16 
17 

Returned Drums : 18 

19 
00 OTHER (exolain) 

Company ag!'eed ta set up a system of sealing theix d.t wus, i=======~=======s==I 
COMPLIANCE STATUS so when a product is returned it can be easily determined~,~------=-----i 

the bap:r,el had lleea apeaeil., A retm-ned, opened ban el ™ 'ha,.I,~ '1/~~hlANCE L_ 
the source of the PCB's. But, in any case, the company B. UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE 

should oot havee a11a~d. the waste te be leaked and spille C. OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT 

onto the ground in violation to RCRA and Act 245 (MichigSJ • s ON A SCHEDULE 
..... .,_ ..- \ D. ON A SCHEDULE MEETING . 

PietUPe #35 er SPes. .(A . 
Mr, ~Ashner thought the brovn-y:eJ low on tbe surface of 

INCREMENTS 

E. ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

MEETING INCREMENTS 

F. ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

KNOWN IF MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

R5642 
3/77 
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Page 2 o..f'. 3 
REMARKS: 

the pad in picture #35 taken 6-22-82 was Bismark Brown 
01 

R. (Tou1ene-2,4-diazo-bis-meta-toluyene diamine hydro-
02 

chloride is the chemical name, Condensed Chemical 03 
Diction!!:!)'.) 

04 

05 

07 
Flush Drum: Outgoing Hooker Product including acids 08 
with Nickel and Chromium from flushing of loadinMines 09 
was being allowed to drain through a limestone"'ll' r~ "'1 10 
into ground. Roy again, informed the company1his likely 00 
could have contaminated the ground water; and therefore, 
because of this practice and the leaking waste in storage 
a hydrogeologic study must be done by the company to ; 

01 
determine extent of contamination and possible need for 
clean-up. 02 

Hzdroe;eoloe;ice.l Stu~: 03 

04 

Al.l along in. our discnssions, Mx Kashner and Mr Speecl 
agreed to clo this hydrogeological study, but now Mr. 05 

Schuttle is not ccnJdnced a :! s necessaey 06 

09 

I gave Mr Schuttler a cow of the 38 pictures I teek 10 

documenting the company's recent hazardous waste disposal 11 

practices After seeing these pictu;rees sad hearing a.beat 12 

the flush drum, supra, Mr. Schuttler said he would re- 13 

eYSJ nate :whether they would do this hord;GQ study, M?, 14 

Schuttler will have a decision by August 4, 1982, and wil 15 

inform Roy Schrameck, 16 

17 

Storage ef Waste: 18 

19 

The -terial hes been eleeed ttp olitsiile the sto1age bail 
00 -

ing. No leaking drums were noted outside the storage 
A. bm.ld.iag, .Utheegh, I did detectesome oil-like, ii.ark 

liquid on the floor inside the storage building, I 
B. 

iBfeRted Hr. sp,eil. eil Mr. Kashner, again, of the Refu\ 
C. 

requirements of inspecting the drums and logging 
D. preblems eil con-ecting them when fuwxd. The 

company seems to be still not concerned enough to follow 
E. all ef the safe hazm ilottS ua.ste p.ta.cLices xequized by 

RCRA, 
F. 
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QUARTER NO. 
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STAFF NO. 

L. Koivuniemi 97 
COUNTY NO. 

Lenawee 46 
DISTRICT NO. 

Ann Arbor 08 
PROJECT 

MAJOR SOURCE 
~ 

MINOR SOURCE 

RESIDENCE 

MEETING - CONFERENCE 

TRAINING 

OTHER {explain) 

SURVEY ACTION TYPE NO. 

EMISSION POINTS 
INVESTIGATED 

VISIBLE EMISSION 
EVALUATION 

SOURCE TEST (STAFF) 

SOURCE TEST 
(COMPANY) 

GRAB SAMPLE 

PICTURES TAKEN 

OTHER (exrlain) 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

IN COMPLIANCE L_ 
UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE 

OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT 

ON A SCHEDULE 

ON A SCHEDULE MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

MEETING INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

KNOWN IF MEETING 

INCREMENTS 
R5642 

3/77 
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Page 3 
REMARKS: 

Samples Collected: 01 

02 
Mr. Speed a.nd I watched as the company (Jose) 03 
coIIected three samples o~aste Liquid from drums which 04 
had been in storage area , but had been moved inside 05 
the storage building. Samples were split with company. 07 

l:n:-1. 3/4 f'ull fiberpac drum, see picture #31. 
08 

Barre 4)9 
on left side of this picture. Collected 2:20pm 10 

00 
tl:n:-2. 3" of liquid on side of fiberpac barrel: Note, 

"side of barrel" because barrel was lying on 
its side as it was in picture #31 • . Barrel on 01 
right side of this picture #31. 

02 
The liquid from the above t;ro barrels appeared to be the 
same; it was brown-;rellow in the barrrel, but a1211eared 03 

reddish-brown when placed in sample bottle. 04 

tlxx-3. Drum labeled nitric acid. 05 

06 

Roy is maintaining chain of custody and taking the sample !1•9 

to the ESD Lab. to check fQr pH IIJ).d h~II.Yl'. m~tals. 10 

11 

ce: OHWM 12 

US EPA 13 

Ro;r Schrameck 14 

15 
.,._,./\ 16 

_.,./' ;----..___ 72, 17 
/'.J 18 

~ M 1 ,,, 19 
I , Dr-1\\c. 00 

_.,:..;- I l \ I 7 ~ -- - ! - - - t:u~ \ ,.. .. 
.. Q.,_ ....... - A . 

' 
7 I ~--- B. 

C. 

I \ ,,,u1 J5lit 7 D . 
• ----

+!%i 
E. 

;5 ir:, ca i, e /4: Qa: eo. 5 F. 

' 
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TRAINING 
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SURVEY ACTION TYPE NO. 

EMISSION POINTS 
INVESTIGATED 

VISIBLE EMISSION 
EVALUATION 

SOURCE TEST (STAFF) 

SOURCE TEST 
(COMPANY) 

GRAB SAMPLE 

PICTURES TAKEN 

OTHER (ex• lain) 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

IN COMPLIANCE L 
UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE 

OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT 

ON A SCHEDULE 

ON A SCHEDULE MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

MEETING INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

KNOWN IF MEETING 
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TO: 

MICHIG. DEPARTMENT OF NATURAi 

INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION 

July ·r, 1982 

tFi.l~\ W.Q.D., OHWM, U.S. EPA !legion V 

tESOURCES y . I ' 
o< ~,, . t j -e 

n~­
f5 :<. l/, :>. 2--

d e.,.,-awe e 
FHOM: Linda Koivuniemi, A.Q.D. Ann Arbor 

SUBJECT: Log of Pictures taken during three HCHA Investigations at 
Hooker Chemicals and Plastics Corporation, Morenci, MI 

Date pictures (Standard 50 mm lens) were taken by L. Koivuniemi: 

(1) May 18, 1982: Took 22 pictures, but two were essentially the same­
just different exposure, therefore, only 21 different pictures: #1 
thru #21. Roy and I collected 3 surface samples, but I wanted to sample 
drums because, ~or example, the company insisted there were no solvents 
stored in area~; I noted a green drum near the center labelled industrial 
solvents. Since, we did not have equipment to sample drums, I planned to 
make arrangements in Lansing the next day 05-19-82 to get help and/or 
equipment to sample these drums by 05-20-82 or 05-21-82. 

When I checked in Lansing to find out how to get the drums sampled 
before the end of the week, I was informed by Lyle Howell that he would 
make the necessary arrangements because he may be needed for a criminal 
investigation. I agreed with Lyle that a joint investigation would be 
fine, but I wanted to sample drums before the weekend. 

Without informing me, Lyle decided to go to Hooker and take samples alone 
on 05-20-82, and called me on Friday, 05-21-82. I had to start all over 
trying to get sampling equipment and arrange drum sampling because Lyle 
did not sample drums which I felt to be important. Hooker complained 
to Lyle about the number of sampling investigations. Lyle informed the 
company I was likely coming again, but that I would call before,if I 
wanted any drums moved which required a forklift. I did not call before 
my investigation on 05-27-82; therefore, I could not request the company 
to move barrels and sample the green drum labelled industrial solvents 
in storage area&,) see picture #16, which would have documented solvents, 
likely ignitable, within 50 feet of property line. 

(2) May 27, 1982: Only one picture taken on this date: #22. 

(3) June 22, 1982: Took 16 pictures in area A:;i: #23-38: Four samples: .. 
results not back as of 07-07-82; Roy delivered samples to ESD lab on 06-23-82. 

Key: Picture 11 time camera setting 
A. location 
B. comments 

May 18 1 1982 

Ill: 3:15 PM: F 5.6, 60 . 
A. Westside of storage area &, -next to fence between river and storage pad.· 
B. Roy Schrameck, W.Q.D. Ill, collecting sample #1, greenish-dark; 19,000)llg/kg ': 

(ppb) or 19 ppm PCB-Al2lf2 and 47,000 mg/kg ( ppm) CR-TOT. 
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#2: 
A.-

B. 

#3: 
A. 

B. 

#4: 
A, 

B. 

#5: 
A. 

B. 

3:16 PM: F 1,7, 60 ;,. 
West side of storage areal.;;1- Picture taken while standing next to 
fence and looking east toward manufacturing building. 
Green/black waste on storage pad. 

3: 20 PM : F 4, 60 h 
West side of storage area~ next to fence, barrels lying down in 
background are near the storage building. 
Sample #2, collected by Roy Schrameck. High levels of PCB's: 2,500,009111?:/kg 
(ppb) or 2.5% Al242; and 2,500mg/kg (ppm) CR-TOT. 

3:24 PM: F 8, 60 
S. W. side of storage area~ 

1 
note storage building in background, adj a.cent 

to river. 
Picture #5 (below) is a close-up of the corroded drum in this picture. 

3:25 PM: F 2.8, 60 
S.W. side of storage area&, on N. side of storage building next to 
river, storage building in background. 
Note corroded condition of drum. 

#6: 3:28 PM; F 5.6, 60 
A, North side of storage building; south side of storage area£- approximately 

20 ft. from the river. 
B. 

#7: 
A. 
B. 

Note hole in drum-contents were apparently allowed to leak out. 

3:30 PM ; F 8.0, 60 A 
Again, north side of storage building, in area©, wide angle of picture 116. 
Note drum with hole near bottom (center bottom of this picture)-same,9,rum 
as picture #6. 

#8: 3:34 PM: F 11, 60 
A. East side of storage area/}}, 
B. Note black boards under storage drums in S.E. side of storage area 

#9: 3:35 PM: F 11, 60 
A. East side of storage area&, 

East edge of stored drums is approximately 50 ft. from the river. 
B. If the green barrel in the center ,held industrial solvents, as it was ,. 

labeled• it would have been less than 50 ft. to the property line •. ' But., .. 
we c_ould not get to it to sampl. e and com1;:any insisted there were no, igni,· .. t. a.ble 
liquids (<: 140°F) in this storage area f.?:J, Later, May 27, we sampled and 
found 'ignitable liquids on the eastern edge, but this edge was about ·50 ft,, 
from property line ( I paced it off) • Note leaker in left bottom of' photo. 

. #10: 
A. 
B. 

3:40 PM 
New Area: 
Note poor 

F 8, 125 
storage area & note 

condition of .drums, 
Mfg. building in background. 
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, Qli: 3:42 PM : F 8, 125 
· A •.. Center of storage area~. 

B. · Roy Schrameck collecting sample #3 from ground-no concrete pad. 
GW 749 Lot 689-old raw material, dye-greenish blue. 

#12: 3:45 PM: F 8, 125 
A, Single drum with dark colored, oily ooze on outside in area I}... 
B. Roy Schrameck later sampled this (picture #22 taken 05-27-82Tdrum, 

#13: 3:50 PM: F 8, 125 
A. Storage area ti,- note mfg. building in background, 
B. !J.ichard Fredricks on north side of storage area~. Storage 

Li').is where 70% ethylamine was stored open and evaporating. 

#14: 3:53 PM: F 4, 60 

area. 

A. N.W. Corner of property, next to river, note fence in background, Storage 
area,&. 

B. This drum was an example of open drums in storage with various types 
and amounts of waste/ junk. 

#15: 3:55 PM: ?-did not document camera setting. 
A, Storage area &-near river. · 
B. Note stained material on ground-no storage pad. 

#16: 3:56 PM: F 8, 125 b.. 
A. Back to original or main storage area _&l(Eastside), trees on river 

bank in background. 
B. Note green barrel-was labeled industrial solvent.(refer to picture #9), 

#17: 3:57 PM: F 8, 125;(\ 
A. Small storage area Lil· 
B. Note Mfg, building in background. 

#18: 3:58 PM: F 5,6, 60 
A. Storage area&- near center. 
B. · Single corroded drum: company thought it could be Xl85 Bonderi te make..:up. 

#19: 3:59 PM: F 16, 125 ' ',.-::-·-_·,, __ ,.-/· : . i,, ' 
,-.A., Tanks·, -loading rack on south side of Mfg. building~ 

B. '•Note barrel at base of loading rack which is used to 
through to ground ( therefore ground water) • 

allow waste acid to drai.~ 

#20: 
A. 
B. 

4 PM: F 5,6, 125 A 
N.E. side of storage areac;u. 
This drum labeled Leaker Bottom was 
center-bottom of picture, 

empty, my field note book is in 

. #21: 4:03 PM: Fd.6, 125 _ '-,· ... -- -._' ,;, 
. A. Storage area (!l.\ -south side of storage building, 
. !l. The company insisted there was absolutely no reason for me to be inspecting 

thin area because only empty drums and nonhazardous baghouse dust was stored 
here. · As one is _able to observe, there was no easy route through these 'dr'i.1111s .'\, 

' ·, ",_ ' 1,_ :, ;,· '." .'-~i "• _.,, 
since there was no aisle space for movement to the back, .i,e, west side,,ot''i,\::,i 
this storage area.. Later, Lyle Rowell of' Environmental Enforcement, 'Di vhicib)l\i" 

. ' ' ' ' ·, ' ' ' \j(Itii'.Wi) 
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had an aerial photo taken showing wastes haphazardly lying around 
behind the wa1;i;_ of drums showing in this photo. Note pictures 
of this area ffitaken June 22, 1982, #23-38. 

May 27, 1982 

#22: 12: 24 PM: Took with a flash, F 5. 6, 125, the reason the flash was 
needed was because it had just gotten dark; it started .to rain after 
this photo was taken. 

A. 

B. 

Roy Schrameck collecting sample #4 from area&. 
pictures of samples 1,2, or 3. All four samples 
Company said this was likely oil and emulsifier. 
pH 3, flash point approximately 190°F. 

We did not get 
were split with Hooker. 

ESD lab tested and found 

June 22 1 1982: ~;had rained the night before these pictures were taken in area 

#23: 12:12 PM: F 5.6, 125 

A. Sample #1 collected by Roy Schrameck in area~, next to the river. 
B. Sample #1 collected from surface of ground next to fence. Note dark­

stained material forming a pathway to the river; also, hole in fence. 
Even though it had rained and the barrels and ground were still wet the 
storage pad and surface of ground were heavily stained with green-yellow, 
black liquid wastes. · 

#24: 12:16 PM: F 8, 125 

A. Area~ - west side, collection point for sample #1. 
B. This is a wider angle of picture #23, supra. Please note the 

green, dark colored material leaching to river. 

#25: 12:17 PM: F 8, 125 

A •. 

B. 

Sample .. #2-ano.ther swface ground sample collected a few feet 
sample #1 in area lllalong river. 
Note liquid storage drum in foreground; company .could not 1a.en1.1Iv 

contents, .We could not collect a sample of this waste because 
, have to be placed in a recovery drum. .The fiberpac barrel's outer .,g ..... ,.,,., 
had disintegrated. Company promised to immediately place in 
and sample to determine proper disposal and share the sample 

#26: 12:18 PM: F 8, 250 
A, Same as /125, supra: Close-up of where Roy collected sample #2, sample,#2-

visible on sample bottle. 
B. Note dark- stained soil. 

#27: 12:19 PM: F 5,6, 125 
A. Approximately 4 ft. to east of sample collection point #2, 
B. Note green-yellow oil-like slick on ground in foreground, 
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1128: 12: 20 PM : F 5 . 6 , 60 j\ 
· A,· Sample 114 colle·cted by Roy Schrameck in area&j. 

B. Note Roy collecting sample 114, the concrete appeared to have been 
broken down by the multicolored ooze on the pad surface, 

#29: 12:21 PM: F ~.6, 60 
A, Same as #28 above-after Roy finished collecting sample #4, 
B. Note stained material on surface of pad in background. Also, the 

fiberpac barrel in this picture was leaking onto surface ·of concrete pad. 

1/30: 

#31: 
A, 
B. 

12:23 PM: F 11, 250 
All four samples collected from surface of pad, or ground next ~o 
the fence are shown. 

12:25 PM: F 11, 250 . j\ 
General area where samples were collected in area&,:1. 
Note Richard Fredricks and Roy Schrameck. As noted before, company 
promised to save samples of these two fiberpac drums for me, 

#32: 12;27 PM: F 8, 125 /),. 
A. General condition of storage area(b)behind wall of empty or stainless 

steel. drums, see Picture #21. The wall of drums are on left side of this 
picture. 

B, Aerosol cans and drums have apparently leaked all or most of their contents •. 
Company reported to me that they did not have records documenting the. ' 
quantity or quality of waste in this storage area. They did not report\ 
this area to either the U.S. EPA or MDNR (Roy or myself), Vegetation iri 
background is southern property bowidary. 

#33: 12:28 PM: F 5,6, 125 
A, S,W. corner of Hooker property. Note where fence comes together in 

upper right of picture. 
B. Picture #37 is a close up of material spilling from drums shown here 

against fence, right side of picture • 

. #34: 12_:30 PM: F 8, _125 · 
· A, .Barrel of lab samples-many open-in center of area&, 

Fredricks still insists these barrels and bottles became 
th.e winter; yet, he says this wh.ite powdered material is nonh.azardous 
baghouse dust. 

,#35: 12& PM : F 11, 125 
A. Area - note southern property line fence in background. 
B, Baghouse dust piles and yellow green-ooze on concrete pad surface, This 

was as bad in person as th.is picture shows. 

- #36: 12:33 PM: F 11, 125 A.. 
_A, Stainless steel drums in N,W. section of area& . 
. B, Drum labeled "nitric acid" was hissing and bubbling (rain water 

of drum). R, Fredricks removed bwig to allow pressure to ·be 
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#37: 12: 34 PM: 1. 7 1/2, 60 /). 
A, Next to river, west side of area,&\. 
B. This is a close _up of drums on and near fence-leaning against 

wood pallet (see picture #33 for wider angle). 

1138: 12:36 PM: F 4, 250.li. 
A, S.W. section of area®. 
B. Looks like lab chemicals-obviously not carefully controlled-not 

part of RCRA required operating record. 

s+,,,, .. 'i e.. 

sl..-o 1e. 
501,t ~-",. 

C.o I X 7'0 ·' 

30 ,' .l( ;20 I 

L. 

/Ja rt: A - °-ff / ,c Q_ -t' 0 "'-' °/ /0 - 9-- 80 , 

;\ 
~ 

' 

-·-. d,o,.,,o,..,.,. Cor,~d 1t<JV"t",, ft~o./:ef')S p(),/'{. A- -r,o-t 



DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL F lURCES • COMPLAINT • NESHAP RECEIVED 

AIR QUALITY DIVIS,.,N • PERMIT • NSPS ACTION 

ACTIVITY REPORT • ANNUAL COMPLIANCE • REVISED INVESTIGATION 
STATUS COMPLETED 

A0-42 
DATE MM/DO/YY 

ESTABLISH[y1ENT NO. 

CITY 

TITLE 

which is south of the storage building next to the 

B-2422 

01 MAJOR SOURCE 

02 MINOR SOURCE 

03 RESIDENCE 

04 MEETING - CONFERENCE 

05 TRAINING 

07 

__ J 08 

09 

10 

t All~• ~. I 
00 OTHER (explain) 

the river in storage wea tried the south 
ea<l. gf storage area. M but <iP11111s a.nd lab s11.111pJ es 
haphazardly strewn made it impossible to get to the 
,reset si<l.e gf this stgra.ge area. V'ia. this pa.th. :B'illll,ly, 

01 

02 

03 

g• 

SURVEY ACTION TYPE 

EMISSION POINTS 
INVESTIGATED 

VISIBLE EMISSION 
EVALUATION 

SOURCE TEST (STAFF) 

SOURCE TEST 
(COMPANY) 

we got through by going along the south side of the stora 
building and pus!tj,pg in the fence to get to the.west side 
of storage area filwhich is on a concrete pad. 05 GRAB SAMPLE 

06 PICTURESTAKEN 

Mr. Fredricks ·and Lee Huffaker accompanied Roy and me whi @9 

we collected 4 sampies from the growxd-no d.I wns ·weze 10 

sampled. The drums which we were most concerned about 11 

12 . were two bad:ly decomposed plastic .1ined fibpac ba:zrels 
laying on their sides. One of which was leaking on to th 13 

14 ground and had ea Len into the wood Lhat the ban el was 
15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

placed on. The liquid was possibly a.chromic acid-like 
substance, since there was a greenish-yellow material 
near these two barrels on the ground. Roy sampled this 
before mentioned material; but, since it had apparently 
rained heavily the night before the sample was probably 
more diluted than it would have been it we had collected 
before the rain. There was evidence of rain because 

00 OTHER (ex lain) 

the area was still wet, as it had just rained. 

When I~ad originally seen this contaminated part of 
area &.l on 6-15-82, there had been a lot more multi-
colored liquid on the ground. This likely' had been 
washed away by the recent rain. There was evidence 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

A. IN COMPLIANCE 

B. UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE 

C. OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT 

ON A SCHEDULE 

D. ON A SCHEDULE MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

E. ON A SCHEDULE; NOT 
that water washed directly' from this storage pad into the 
river, because there were obvious drainage areas. Some o F. 
which were stained dark-not U!llike an oil slick, 

MEETING INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

KNOWN IF MEETING 

INCREMENTS 
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• COMPLAINT • NESHAP 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL F )URGES RECEIVED 

AIR QUALITY 01\11$,..,N • PERMIT • ACTION 
NSPS 

ACTIVITY REPORT • ANNUAL COMPLIANCE • REVISED 
INVESTIGATION 
COMPLETED STATUS 

AQ 42 -
DATE MM/DD/YY 

06-22-82 
ESTABLISHMENT - NO. B-2422 QUARTER NO. 

Hooker Chemicals and Plastics Corn, (Formerlv Par er Chemical) JUNE 02 
NUMBER ANO STREET · CITY 

. STAFF NO. 

,22 W. Main Street Morenci L, • Koivuniemi 97 
CONTACT TITLE COUNTY NO . 

'Q.; _i..-~a...::I . _,, Prod. s,m't. LENAWEE 46 
PRIMARY ACTIVITY 

,..,., __ ~ .... -, - •,....n_\x.: •• .: __ 

REMARKS: 

Rav S-'---meck. W,Q,D, #1. and I insnected storao-e area. 
&:,. (Continuation Page 2) 

'Phese areas of dark coJoi:ed gra,1:;iQ and sQil may have been 
stained by the company's Parco T-8 which had been 
contajned in smaJJ aerosol cans (approximately 16 QZ 

size). Several piles of these aerosol cans were strewn 
OIi :tbe grouod aud most :t,re:z:e corroded and e:mpt~;:earcc 
T-8 is an oil base lubricant similar to WD4o. 

Many piles of the baghouse dust were exposed to the 
lreatbe~ and :was being washed away each :tjme :i:t rajned 

~he +0% etb~l:em:i l'.le dzmm :wl:d ch :was j IJ correct J 'JI- stored opeD, 
outside during earlier inspections had been moved into 
the ste!'a.ge 1:n.liliiiag, but m,s still sto;i:,ed opeIJ a:cd· was 
almost empty. Disposal had been illegally accomplished 
ll;f e.J.lewias this mat Bl'i a.l te e:v:a.po;i:,&.te di;i:,ectl,t to tile 
atmosphere, 

I io~ pictures of Roy sampling and of the storage area 

- . 
'11,,e SBfflJ!'les ef slli'faee/eeatemlaaat eeYeetea ~ 16 ea ia 
storage area ~ had high levels of PCB's and chromium, 
sample #J frem area Gh. was net as high: 

A-J 2112 CB-Total 
. 

PCB E2j/k5 { EEb) !!!e,lg . (j1j1ID) 

Sample #larea 2 19,000 4,700 

Sample #2a:rea 2 2,500,000 2,500 

Sample #3area 3 6,500 37 

Clean-uE and ComJ2any Samplin5: 

After we coll&ed our 4 samples and took pictures of 
sterage area -')we mtd a meeting with Jolm Sas!mer, Pll!tl'!. 

. 

01 

02 

03 

04 

05 

07 

08 

09 

10 

00 

01 

02 

03 

04 

05 

06 

09 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 
00 

A. 

B. 
C. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

DISTRICT NO. 

ANN ARBOR 08 
--PROJECT 

MAJOR SOURCE -
Ml NOR SOURCE 

RESIDENCE 

MEETING - CONFERENCE 

TRAINING 

OTHER (explain) 

SURVEY ACTION TYPE NO. 

EMISSION POINTS 
. 

INVESTIGATED 

VISIBLE EMISSION 
EVALUATION 

SOURCE TEST (STAFF) 

SOURCE TEST 
!COMPANY) 

GRAB SAMPLE 

PICTURES TAKEN 

OTHER (exolain) 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

IN COMPLIANCE L__ 
UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE 

OUT OF CQMPLIANCE NOT 

ON A SCHEDULE 

ON A SCHEDULE MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

MEETING INCREMENTS 

ON A_ SCHEDULE. NOT 

KNOWN IF MEETING 

INCREMENTS 
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• COMPLAINT • NESHAP 
DEPARTMENT DF NATURAL F )URGES RECEIVED 

AIR QUALITY Dl\11$,-,111 • PERMIT • ACTION 
NSPS 

ACTIVITY REPORT • ANNUAL COMPLIANCE • REVISED INVESTIGATION 
COMPLETED 

STATUS 

AQ-42 
DATE MM/OD/VY 

06-22-82 
ESTABLISHMENT NO. B-2422 QUARTER NO. 

.. ('hamicals and Plastics Coro, (Formerlv Par •er Chemical) JUNE 02 
NUMBER AND STREET · CITY STAFF NO. 

~~~ w · .,_, - s+-eet Morenci L. Koivuniemi 97 
CONTACT TITLE COUNTY NO. 

~· . ' - . . . Prod, Sun•t. LENAWEE 46 
PRIMARY ACTIVITY DISTRICT NO. 

,..,., _ __ .lf. - ... , -n ___ .,. ___ i.~ ---_~ ... t ..... ..;..,.,... ANN ARBOR 08 
REMARKS: - PROJECT 

TI-•• Co '7 () n Ill ~~d I insnected storaae area 01 MAJOR SOURCE -
/fl) . (Continuation Page 3) 02 MINOR SOURCE 

03 RESIDENCE 

Manager, Mr. Richard Fredricks; and Lee Huffaker, Chemist • 04 MEETING -CONFERENCE 

lie request.ea and obtajned as much Qf their OJlerating 
record as was available, i.e.: 

(1) 24 Manifests of Waste shipped since May 1982 

( 2) 29 Generator's Waste Material Profile Sheets 

( 3) Logs of : Chemical waste to ship, transfer 
record, and chemj caJ lia.Ste alrealb: 
shipped. 

Much of the waste stored on the west side of area & 
Beal' the FiVSl' was nst J.abeJ ed and tbe companJ( ccnld 
not specifically identify it. The company promised to 
sta!'t immeaia.tely ts ssnta.in !i.l.J. leaklng waste 
and test it .to determine proper handling and disposal. 
!i'he eompaey 1s epePe.ting l'eesl'a is mush ioo~e defi ,;:ient 
then I had originally determined. 

Slowly, more and more information is dragged out of the 
COlll'.l?atcy' eoncenli11g quality, 'l:nonttty and 1sea.'\;,ioo sf 
hazardous waste stored. The company has been less than a, 
in answe1 ing m:i ci:ttestieas eeaeePning theil' hazal'c:k>11s 
waste activity and practices. (_~S~) 
After we had copies of their operating record (required 
·oy Appendix I) , I asked .the compaa:, if they had. 
PCB's on the property either in use or storage. They 
said no-absolutely not-not even in WI) t;1ansfo1lliel.s becau 
transformers had been tested. 

Then Roy S. gave them a copy of the testing results of th 
3 samples we collected 5-16-82. 'fire chtee officials coal 
explain the chromium levels because the company used 
chromium; but the 2.,% FC~-A 1242 was not 1eadil.J 
explained. We informed the company that they had to 
determine the extent of-the contamination and the sou:rce 
of the PCB's, as well as clean up the contaminated 
environment , 1 .e .. soils, river seiiilnent ™ g;t'oUnd 

·. . 

05 TRAINING 

07 

08 

09 

10 

00 OTHER (explain) 

SURVEY ACTION TYPE NO. 
01 EMISSION POINTS 

INVESTIGATED 

02 VISIBLE EMISSION 
EVALUATION 

03 SOURCE TEST (STAFF) 

04 SOURCE TEST 
(COMPANY! 

05 GRAB SAMPLE 

06 PICTURES TAKEN 

09 

10 

11 

12 

cm-
14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 
00 OTHER (ex• lain) 

A. 

!B. 
C. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

IN COMPLIANCE L_ 
UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE 

OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT 

ON A SCHEDULE 

ON A SCHEDULE MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

MEETING INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

KNOWN IF MEETING 

INCREMENTS 
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• COMPLAINT • NESHAP 
°-EPARTMENT OF NATURAL F lURCES RECEIVED 

AIR QUALITY D11/1$,..,N • PERMIT • ACTION NSPS 

ACTIVITY REPORT • ANNUAL COMPLIANCE • REVISED INVESTIGATION 
COMPLETED 

STATUS 

AQ-42 
DATE MM/0D/YY 

nt:_r,,-, Or, 

ESTABLISH~ENT NO. B-2422 QUARTER NO. 

Hooker Chemic~l• an~ pl coH ~~ ,..,, __ 1- '" - ,..,_ __ ,-·'I .TTTl\11? ,,., 
NUMBER AND STREET CITY 

<22 w. Ma'- Str~et - . - . 
CONTACT TITLE 

,,, .. - . -
PRIMARY ACTIVITY 

,.,,_ . ., . . ___ ,x:t ~-.t - - - I, 

REMARKS: 

-·- ·~ 01 
water if necessary, /1;). cleaned up and The company agreed to have this area 

02 

leaking or leaching waste in recovery' drllillB 03 Jal3 6, 03 

1982 and to have a study plan by approximately Jul)' 
04 

12 or 13 when the parent company's environmentaJ.,?a~:--:1:s 
05 

07 
conducted at the Morenci facility. au.d, f:- 08 

09 
Source of PCB's ? : 10 

The company informed us that they use.only internally 
00 

generated waste oil for dust control; therefore, a 
waste oil for dust control from an outside source was not 01 
responsible for this PCB contamination. 

02 
The company had transf%ed and stored Reacto-bond (an 
oilv nroduct) in area ; therefore, they will be 03 
checking to see if this product is contaminai;ea. wi cu 04 
PCB's through an inadvertent side reaction. 

05 
i;alled Dave Long (6-24-82) I , ESD Lab; he said that 06 

there was practically no chance there was a lab error, 09 

AJso, aim:e total oil (FE-Oil) was 54,000 mg/kg or 10 

ppm or 5.4% that the oil in the ·sa.m;ple #2 was approximate :\'1 
j,;i:,t. P0.B. 12 

13 

I alsc asked Dave to make sure chain of custody was 14 
maintained and to save these three sa.m;ples indefinitely 15 

Or 1Jn:tiJ nctic~ from Ro~-since thei were Roy's sa.m;ples 16 
and ma;y be important to either a civil or criminal 17 

eDforcement case. 18 

19 

CQ111Parzy promjsea to sa:ire samples er liguid in the two 00 

badly decomposed plastic lined fiberpac drums, as well 
as :tlle.:i.::= bagbouse dust :t.ar me :to pick ~- The A. 

company thought the liquid in these two barrels was B. 

CWM #66+0l I trled to deccde tbi§ b~ looking u~ C. 

Code 66701 on the Generator's Waste Management Material 
Ji:!;pot,tle S:beet, but tbe compac~ bad net Si:!len mg D. 

this document, I have 66700 and.66702, but not 66701. 
E. 

U.S. EPA Phone call of June 23 1 1282 . . 
F. 

ll~ceived telephone call from Ms. Sally Swanson or • •..• ,, 
. 

STAFF NO. 

-- - __ , -~ • 
COUNTY Nb. 

,, T 
, 

DISTRICT N°1l. 

•~T~• A---- -· 
PROJECT 

MAJOR SOURCE -
MlNOR SOURCE 

RESIDENCE 

MEETING - CONFERENCE 

TRAINING 

OTHER (explain) 

SURVEY ACTION TYPE NO. 

EMISSION POINTS 
INVESTIGATED 

VISIBLE EMISSION 
EVALUATION 

SOURCE TEST (STAFF) 

SOURCE TEST 
(COMPANY) 

GRAB SAMPLE 

PICTURES TAKEN 

. 

OTHER (exnlain) 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

IN COMPLIANCE L_ 
UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE 

OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT 

ON A SCHEDULE 

ON A SCHEDULE MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

MEETING !NCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

"KNOWN IF MEETING 

· INCREMENTS . .. 
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• COMPLAINT • NESHAP 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL r )URGES RECEIVED 

AIR QUALITY DIVl&,vN • PERMIT • ACTION NSPS 

ACTIVITY REPORT • ANNUAL COMPLIANCE • REVISED INVESTIGATION STATUS 
COMPLETED 

A0-42 
DATE MM/00/YY 

".;_-,,:,_P.,:, 
ESTABLISHMENT NO. B-2422 QUARTER NO. 

- -- • --, 1... __ ,:i n-i - --1..: ,..... ,, ___ 1- ' .. f'h--' nol ) :TUNE 02 
NUMBER AND STREET CITY STAFF NO . 

...,,,..,,,..,. .... • 11 ~ ·- ...... . . 
T.. K ...... ; vnvd .cmi Q7 

CONTACT TITLE COUNTY NO. 

-· . - - - . . - , n ' ... T T:'i'T.T AT.Tr.IT.I IJ 

p AcTi\/1Tv p.,. DISTRICT NO. 

-- . • . .. . s' of. _")' nm Al:>1'("\l> r,P. 
REMARKS: - T PROJECT 

..Roy Schrameck, W.Q.D. Ill, and I inspected storage area 01 MAJOR SOURCE 
~ 

6 . (Continuation Page 5) 02 MINOA SOURCE 

03 RESlDENCE 

04 MEETING - CONFERENCE 

II S EEA Begjon Y. • Cbjcago, Telepbone ( 312) 886-7!!82, 05 TRAINING 

She is assigned to write and coordinate the enforcement 07 

ox compJjance order Jijtb the companJ[ I promjsed tc get 08 

the information I obtained since June 14, 1982 of'f' to her 09 

within the next week 10 

00 OTHER (explain) 

~elei2ll.one Call to I~le Bowel J of En:id :tonment a J 
Enforcement Division on June 23, 1982: SURVEY ACTION TYPE NO. 

01 EMISSION POINTS 

I called Lyle to make he knew about: all of' my INVESTIGATED 
sure , . - . - . . . ., -- ... nf'l'O I - ~ - +1-,,,,,, 02 VISIBLE EMISSION - area~ 

- EVALUATION 
samples collected in . Lyle confirmed that 
the?'e was 1'19 Beed fep him ta be iw.<QJ..,red in the sampling 03 SOURCE TEST !STAFF) 

or meeting with Hooker on June 22, 1982. Since the compar ,. SOURCE TEST 

is eleaBiBg the banels Md a.g:peeing t<:> do a. Jzydxo 
(COMPANY) 

lip 
geological study and perform the subsequent environmental 05 GRAB SAMPLE 

- ·~ - . - - yl6 PICTURES TAKEN 
-~ . ., , -.., - - -

not be pursued. I will continue to inf'orm Lyle of' 09 

impo1ta11t findings which he may need. 10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 
19 
00 OTHER (exnlain) 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

A. IN COMPLIANCE L__ 
B. UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE 

C. OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT 

ON A SCHEDULE 
-

D. ON A SCHEDULE MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

E. ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

MEETING INCREMENTS 

F. ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 
- KNOWN IF MEETING 

INCREMENTS --
-- R5642 
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• COMPLAINT • NESHAP DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL t '<JURCES RECEIVED 

AIR QUALITY DIVl:.. . ..1N • PERMIT • ACTION NSPS 

ACTIVITY REPORT • ANNUAL COMPLIANCE • REVISED INVESTIGATION 
COMPLETED STATUS 

A0-42 
DATE MM/D0/YY 

,..,,,. "I.,. o,... 
EST ABLlSHMENT NO. B..:2422 OUAAT~H NO. 

Hnnh----- f1'h--.: --"'"" ........ ~ Pl ......... ~.:,_,.. - . .: --, ( ,. 
'" n -'· ("11... ........ .: ,,.._ 1 \.iT111w --NUMBER AND STREET CITY STAFF NO . 

.,,,,, T,1 .,_, n . . ., t v-~-.! - . -" CONTACT TITLE COUNTY Nt>.' 
-· . , ffl. , . . - - "••- I+ '~" "·'"'" l,t'. 

PRIMARY ACTIVITY DISTRICT NO. 

-· . - - ' ... . 
d NN '1>1'n-r:> -o 

REMARKS: 
PROJECT 

Dbruman Shah, Permit Engineer and I met with Richard· 01 MAJOR SOURCE 
Speed at the company to discuss the Permit to Install -

02 MINOR SOURCE 
appJ j cati,ms numbered 243-82, 244-82, and 245-82. 03 RESIDENCE 
Dhruman needed more process information and wanted to 04 MEETING -CONFERENCE 
Jock at exj stjng eguiJ;llllent. The CO!!!J28.ll.Y is sending 05 TRAINING 
Dhruman a letter with the additional requested informa- 07 
J...: --

08 

09 
Could not cooduct ·a scbeduJed inYes:!;igation since the 10 

processes were not operating at the time of the meeting, 00 OTHER (explain) 
0;.C'-1:e.-t:.r.!cai "{ t.-l~-S:L 

SURVEY ACTION TYPE NO. 

!lC!lA (Eesou~ce Conserxatj on BecQveri Act-Haz. Waste): 01 EMISSION POINTS 
INVESTIGATED 

;i; had ;,;,eeei,.ea a telephone call (06-08-82) and an aerial 02 VISIBLE EMISSION 

photo (June 9, 1982) from Lyle Rowell of Environmental EVALUATION 

EntaFeement Di'1ision (E ED ) j nfo:ord ng me tha.t the;c:g 03 SOURCE TEST (STAFF) 

were some more drums that neither Lyle nor I had pre- 04 SOURCE TEST _, .. m, - T -~,,__,. "- F , ··cks (COMPANY) 

about ~torage area /j,). which is located on the river 05 GRAB SAMPLE 

on the se'11'5h eiae af. the sto:i:,age buj]dfog 06 PICTURES TAKEN 

.Pr .,,.S>.;""'1- '1 Jg,•.,._tiJ,, .. 
'ti: u~r /J ~ 

09 
I , 10 

"!',; r _£ ' 1 ~ ' ~\ Ar~ & 11 f ,, I ~ I 12 

M - 15"'-i ~ 
_____ ,] 

& 13 
9. ~ 14 

1 t,H, bid~ 15 
. . 

MP, F;,;,eciPieks insisted. that the:i:,e was cot aD~ baza~dous 16 

waste stored there-only nonhazardous baghouse dust 17 

(phosphates) e.na empty EH"~UBS I 18 

19 

l: :1:ns:i:sted that :! neeaea te take e leek. !4F, l"FeciPieks 00 OTHER (exnlain) 

continued to want to know why I there was COMPLIANCE STATUS thought 
lll!JI bhing back thexe that may be a !)ieblem. FiBe±±~; A. IN COMPLIANCE L_ 
I told him that I had seen an aerial photo that had bee1 
taken t eeently ana wanted ts eheek eut the area., 'l'hen 
Mr. Fredricks said it was all right and I climbed , - ' - - -
\ ~ ., ----..,- --·--- ---- . -

mess. There were approximately 100 drums of 
which mailJ weze co11od:ed 1 leaking OI open, Se•, era.l 
drums were open and filled with laboratory bottles 
tilled with samples. Two fibe1pac ba.:rxels with a .. .. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

E. 

F, 

UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE 

OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT 

ON A SCHEDULE 

ON A SCHEDULE MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

_ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

MEETING INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

KNOWN IF MEETING 

INCREMENTS 
. 
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL r 'JURCES 

AIR QUALITY DIVlb,..JN 

ACTIVITY REPORT 

A0-42 

• 
• 
• 

COMPLAINT 
RECEIVED 

PERMIT 
ACTION 

ANNUAL COMPLIANCE 
INVESTIGATION 
COMPLETED 

• 
• 
• 

NESHAP 

NSPS 

REVISED 
STATUS 

DATE MM/00/YY 

nC. , ~ On 
ESTABLISHMENT 

-- - ....... --~--.., ....... -.:i '01,-,-..1...;,...,, r. ............... 
NUMBER AND STREET -

CONTACT 

PRIMARY ACTIVITY 

- ,., 
REMARKS: 

NO. 

CITY 

TITLE 

OUAAIEA 

• TITN11 
STAFF 

T ,,_ • 

COUNTY 

DISTRICT 

PROJECT 

plastic internal liner were laying on their side, one wa~1 MAJORSOURCE 
leaking. The fiberpac outer shell had broken down and 02 MINOA SOURCE 

OJ:Jly: the plastic ljner was holding the liquid The 03 RESIDENCE 

liquid was corrosive; it had dripped on & eaten 04 MEETING-CONFERENCE 

through SG!ll<I wooa imiier it 05 TRAINING 

I informed Mr. Fredricks that this "mess" had to be 
cleaned up right away, since everytime it rained the 
contaminants washed directly into the river immediate]y 
adjacent to these leaking drums. 

Mr. Fredricks did not know what was in these two 
fiberpac barrels containing liquid. He said the 
company would analyze them to determine proper 
disposal and clean 11p the area 

Wben I got back t~ the office, I called Boy Schrameck 
of W.Q.D. #1 to inform him of this newly discovered 
improper storage area Bay was in Chicago; therefore, 
I left him a message to call me when he returned. 

. 

Monday June 21, 1982 : 

07 

08 

09 

10 

00 

01 

02 

03 

04 

05 

06 

09 

10 

11 
Roy called me back on Monday 06-21-82. Roy had 12 
received the results from our 05-18-82 sampling 13 

--=s=h=o~w=i=n~g~e=x'-'t=r~e=m'-'e=l=-yc....,h~i,,,· g"'h~l=-e=-v=e=l=s_,,o=f-=P_,C=B~'_,s'-'o"'n'-'t"h"e,._,gr=o=-un=d~n=eaw, 4 
the river. 15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

OTHER (explain) 

SURVEY ACTION 

EMISSION POINTS 
INVESTIGATED 

VISIBLE EMISSION 
EVALUATION 

SOURCE TEST (STAFF) 

SOURCE TEST 
(COMPANY) 

GRAB SAMPLE 

PICTURES TAKEN 

Therefore, Roy and I decided it was necessary to 
~document what was in this newly discovered unacceptable 

storage area~, Roy called Ron Waybrandt, PCB Coordi­
nator in Lansing and Lyle Bowell of E.E.Pe Ban W, 00 OTHER (ex• lain) 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

TYPE 

NO . 

NO. 

NO. 

\.C 

NO. 

-

NO. 

told Roy to follow up as planned, Lyle was not in; 
tber~fnre, Boy Schrameck talked ta Warren Hutchinson of 
E.E.D. who informed Roy that Lyle did not need to be 
inmJved in our investigation or meeting with Haaker] 

A. IN COMPLIANCE L_ 

Oyt_ 7i,.e.&, 1,-.,}.J.- 8-t, 
Roy end I arranged t,o go to Hooker the fol J owing da;ir 
June 22, 1982. 

B. UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE 

C. OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT 

ON A SCHEDULE 

D. ON A SCHEDULE MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

E. ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

MEETING INCREMENTS 

F. ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

KNOWN IF MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

A5642 -
3/F 



,· ,. ' . MICHIGAN '::PARTMENT OF NATURAL R "lOURCES 

TO: 

INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION 

June 14, 1982 

Al Howard, OHWM, MDNR 
U.S. EPA, Region V, Chica.go 

A q ~. -ko.~;~~'le 

15 ')_ i.? ?,_;-;._, 

Le. 'Vt.A t.U e e.. de,, 

FROM: Linda. Koivuniemi, A.Q.D. 

SUBJECT: Hooker Chemicals and Plastics, Morenci 
RCRA AND ACT 64 VIOLATIONS 

Attached are: 

(1) Three activity reports describing my recent RCRA 
investigations to Hooker Chemicals and Plastics, 
Morenci. 

(2) A letter from John D. Kashner of Hooker dated 
June 1, 1982. 

(3) RCRA inspection report. 

(4) Draft EPA Compliance Order, 

Please note in my three attached activity reports that this company 
has changed its story on !llOre than one occasion: 

(1) At the beginning the hazardous waste drums had been 
accllll!ulating since April, 1981; then later the drums 
bad been in storage prior to RCRA rules going into 
effect on November 19, 1980. 

(2) Also, a.t the beginning the company would not accept 
returne~ product/waste unless the company returning 
the unused material paid a. fee of approximately $120 
per drum. Then, after I informed the company they were 
accepting unmanifested waste, they changed and said they 

. accepted ),Ulused produ<;:t back from the customer for credit. 

my understanding that the Federal Register/Vol. 45, No, 229/Tuesda.y, 
':'<i?i.\X\C.N,ov,~,er 25, 1980/Rules and Regulations, does not apply to the Hooker 

·. ret111ri1ed material because the returned product/waste is not regulated under 
but .hazardous based on its characterist:i.cs under Sub part C of 

40 CFR 261. . . 

. \o the serious violations ca.used by leaking and open hazardous waste 
arums, it is my belief that this company should be fined and issued the 

. attached Compliance Order wi.thout further delay. 

Boyle,' U.S. EPA Region V (no attachments) sent directly to Chicago 
t,·:rrc,m t.be Ann. Arpor Air Qua.li ty Office. 
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL Fl URGES RECEIVED 

AIR QUALITY DIVISION • PERMIT • ACTION NSPS 

ACTIVITY REPORT • ANNUAL COMPLIANCE • REVISED INVESTIGATION 
STATUS COMPLETED 

AO 42 . 
DATE MM/00/YY 

o~-18-82 
ESTABLISHl'ylENT NO. QUARTER NO. 

1~-- rn,. __ .: .... ~ 1 ~ --irl P1 - --1-_ "1 ~ ~ 0~~-orRtion ( Formerl V B-242;:! po >-ker Chemical) MAY 02 
NUMBER AND STREET CITY 

--- T.T ~,r....,.; .... 

CONTACT TITLE 

"--' ,_ , - . . _,_ 
~ ~ ,_ ,... 

PRIMARY ACTIVITY 

f"'"J..,----~ ....... , - . 
. .: ---~6.: ~p.: - - p('p • T .. , n~ • 

REMARKS: 

ConQm:ted a jojnt j DYes:tJ gatj an of tbj s ccmpan;y: 1 s 
hazardous waste storage practices with Roy Schrameck, 
Djs:t:r:ic:t Engjneer, w~ter ~Ja]jt~ Djstrict /i] ~s stated 
in my previous activity report of 05-14-82,there 
appeared to be ~ct 2~5 (Rater I,a:w:) :1d aJ atj ans due to ±bjs 
company's hazardous waste drum storage area, i.e. open 
or leaking drnms Therefore , Bay and I cond11cted ±bis 
follow up inspection. 

Eo~z: and I informed the COlDIJSDY ±bat I -:W:Oll] d be col J ectiDg 
more information for my RCRA report (as an authorized 
representati~z:e of ±be II s EE~) aDd Bo~ liOU] d be 
inspecting the company for possible Act 245 violations. 
Sill.ce the MD!l!!!'s Ottice Gf: !!agaxcous Waste 14all.agemsll.t 
(OHWM) does not have field staff; they did not have 
aByGBe at this iBspeetieB, I hail, eirntaeted OHWM """ iBf:Ql 
them of the huge number of leaking drums and, also 
tha.t Roy aBO. I 1,oulii, tellm, up witla "" iBspeetieB aBG 
sampling. OHWM was in agreement with the need for a more 
eemplete i:espeetisa te determiae the eoate:ets sf the 
leaking drums located in the company's hazardous waste 

-~ . 
When I checked the com:panJ!'s inspection log of the drJJms 
the company generally had not been noting and correcting 
±be problems of leaking drums , open drums and inadequate 
aisle space. One problem was cited in April 1982: a 
bai:,:i:,eJ of +0% etb¥1ami:oe (no Jooger used ra:w: materi a] -
not a Hooker product) had been expanding due to warm 
weather, !Ir, Fredriek eorrested. this problem by 
"rupturing and venting" to release the pressure 
in the drum. This was the seuree ef the st'!'e:eg, 
irritating odor that I had detected during my first or 
l!eif 111, 19112 site im<estigatisa, Tal.s 1,aste etlwlamlas 
storage drum was not in the same storage area ~ that I ha 
slaem1 ea IBlf ti:Fst iasjleetieB, bi.t ia sterage area, & 
approximately 20 feet west of storage area g\ ( diagram 

-' 
The com12an;y informed Ro;:i: and I that the drums had been 
accumulating since April 1981. This is apparently a vio-
li.:t1Qn of Acj; 64, P, A. 1272-long term storage, which 
require$a perffiit ~-,. .. ,. 

STAFF NO. 

L. Koivuniem· q7 
COUNTY NO. 

,~ T I.~ 

DISTRICT NO. 

, __ •-'--- (\> 
PROJECT 

01 MAJOR SOURCE '---
02 MINOR SOURCE 

03 RESIDENCE 

04 MEETING - CONFERENCE 

05 TRAINING 

07 

08 

09 

10 

00 OTHER (explain) 

SURVEY ACTION TYPE NO. 

01 EMISSION POINTS 
INVESTIGATED 

02 VISIBLE EMISSION 
EVALUATION 

J!led50URCE TEST (STAFF! 

04 SOURCE TEST 
(COMPANY! 

05 GRAB SAMPLE 

06 PICTURES TAKEN 

09 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 
00 OTHER (exrlain} 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

A. IN COMPLIANCE L_ 
8be~KNOWN COMPLIANCE 

C. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT 

ON A SCHEDULE 

ON A SCHEDULE MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

MEETING INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

KNOWN IF MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

R5642 
3/77 
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ESTABLISHMENT . NO, 

Hooker Chemicals and Plastics Corporation B-2422 
NUMBER AND STREET CITY 

CONTACT TITLE 

PRIMARY ACTIVITY 

Page 2 
REMARKS: 

if storing longer than one year. 01 

02 
Mr. Fredrick informed us that the onl;1: reason the drums 03 
were still on site was because they had problems 04 
getting a]2]2roval from Cecos; therefore, the COIDEail:.'.i: 05 
switched to Chemical Waste Management in Alabama and 07 
was working on a contract and getting a truck in to 08 
ship the waste. The shipping date had not been set yet. 09 

10 

00 
Acce~tins; Unmanifested Hazardous Waste: 

When asked whoc the drums were in such bad sha:2e, i.e. 01 
leaking and corroded, Mr. Fredrick said many of the drum, 
had erriYed that :llao': as z:et:u.:r:ngd Itt:Qd1Jct QI: Qff ~IH~Q 02 
material from companies which Hooker had originally 
sn;p;t;:!J j ea, as Re] J as, jt RSS a baa :w:jnter. Most Qf 03 

these companies :returning this waste pay Hooker a 04 

Qj s;posaJ cost of $l 20 ;per d:rnm 5 occa sj ona]] y_ a com;r;:iany_ 
may get a credit toward their next purchase from 05 
-
H 06 

09 

When I askeJ to see the ma1JS£ests fo:r; these off-spec 10 

or returned products, the company informed me that the 11 

waste was not manjfestea becavse Hooker made the 12 

decision after the :returned drum contents were inspected 13 

b~r liooke~ to dete~mj De j f Hooker could use o:i= :t!ec~cJ e 14 

the waste. I informed Mr. Fredrick and Richard Speed 15 

tl!a.t tl!e mat ".,i a.l 11biliag bi;,a.,tieia.ll,' use<i "" ""'"""'°' Q~ 16 

legitimately :recycled or reclaimed" 40CFR 261.6, need no 1be 

maaitested, But at the peiat !leaker bas <ieei<ied it eaia tJ.<b'l; 
reclaim this material and therefore the waste is to 19 

be dispesed of, it is a xnste, a!'ld also, !looker bas 00 

accepted an unmaxifested hazardous waste if it is 
hazardous (40 GFR Part 261, Identification of Haza., detts A. 

Waste). B. 

C. 

Roy Schrameck informed Mr. Fredrick and Richard Speed 
0. 

that it appeared Hooker may be :required to conduct a 
MDNR approved hydrogeological survey to determine if E. 
Hooker's practices of waste disposal had created ground 
water contamination. The company did not react F. 
negatively to Roy's suggestion for a hydro-survey. 

. 

• NESHAP 
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DATE MM/00/YY 
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QUARTER NO, 
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L. Koivuniemi 97 
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Ann Arbor 08 
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~ 
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TRAINING 

OTHER (explain) 
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EVALUATION 

SOURCE TEST (STAFF) 

SOURCE TEST 
(COMPANY) 
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PICTURES TAKEN 

OTHER (exolain} 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

IN COMPLIANCE L_ 
UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE 

OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT 

ON A SCHEDULE 
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MEETING INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 
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• COMPLAINT 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL F 1URCES RECEIVED 

AIR QUALITY DIVIS1vN • PERMIT 
ACTION 

ACTIVITY REPORT • ANNUAL COMPLIANCE 
INVESTIGATION 
COMPLETED 
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ESTABLISHMENT NO. 

. ('l-,--~..,,..,,,... ----" Pl.-.-..1.•,..,... - -S n eLee 

NUMBER ANO STREET CITY 

CONTACT TITLE 

PRIMARY ACTIVITY 

-
~ . ; ~ 

REMARKS: t 
Reg:ues:t for J2jctnres and SamE]es· 01 

02 

Bo:ic and I asked the ccmpan~ offi cj aJ s jf tbel' bad an;y:: 03 
objections to our taking pictures and samples. Richard 04 
Speed asked John n Casbner 

' 
Pl ant Ma:cager, for 05 

permission .. Mr. Casbner came in to Mr. Speed's office 07 

where we were waiting and saj a it was !l.l.J. right. 08 

09 
I took :t:w:ent~-t~o pj ctares and Eo,z: took tll.r@e samples 10 

from the ground, ~f¼SSQr:ip:tii:SH a:Cba:efl:sai. We saw six 00 

different drum storage areas elc~~<o..JAc--+\~ · r>c ::bwe: $i. 
W"-"e ~s-r ,...,__ f,,,;!..,..__,. sj;()"'MJ; .. "-"- "f-1,,,.. ~ .. ,_.. >tat-nc.. .,....'(. u IA -fo M ,e o....... ,<odQ, It, 

!Ir. ~redriGk insisted that the Gompan,z: was ~et 01 

presently storing ignitible or reactive waste as reported 
~ -- . - ·- - . . . . 

" 0 --· T 02 . - ~ 
area,&iat 

. . . -
observed in storage least one drum labeled 
I mitts trial. Selvents; tberefere, I a.m net een,iaeed tba:t 03 

Mr. Fredrick was·accurate in this statement. Therefore, 04 

since Roy aBd I did net bmre tlse preper e'l:'ripmel'lt te 
sample drums, I will be returning to Hooker with the 05 

pxepe, S""'fJlil'lg eqttipment to oe1i.fji what is in some of 06 

the drums, and compare these samples to what Hooker has 09 

in theh operating 1eco1d (as 1equi1ed 1y 40 CPR a'65.'f3). 10 

11 

Bo~ and I aJ so J ooked et an area of l.,000 ga]Jon storage 12 

tanks in the basement of the west manufacturing building, 13 

used to store corrosi Jz:e products going Ollt, (e g ni eke] 14 

nitrate). These tanks may be used to store hazardous 15 

uaste jf needed in the future 16 

17 
Hooker's P;rd:!; labelinf! sistem: 18 

19 
y:r_ a.r:ea Batch Ii. 00 

~ ~ ~ llls: 9 refers :!;Q 1919, A. 

B. 

g_273-col d cJ eane:r: 1:icing QD its sj de next j;;Q fence a:rea C. 

D, 

Size of storage area~ (estimated): 29 drums X 3 drums : 15 
drums equals app:caxjmate]-:1- l ,300 drnms E. 

Mr. Fredrick said be "had 935 drums stored in back and 
150 a.Cl OSS the st1eeL"o Also, 111 the fubttre bhe F. 

--m---·· boned to have onlv 80 drums in stora,ze at a time. 
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. .e 

PROJECT 
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~ 
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TRAINING 
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CflM!'U\li'J I 
.,· r- -· 'DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RF- -,URC[S • i0:1.:l IVf:l) • NFSHAP . ~_,...,_, 
---- AIR QUALITY DIVIS, .l • • l'f HMI f 

AC r ION NSPS 

ACTIVITY REPORT • ANNUAi COMPLIAflJ('.f • REVISED INVf.ST l(JATION 
STATUS' COMP LE TUJ 

A0·42 

~-----'--~---------------~----- -- ~-----+-''-=£!.:'-"--".2--'-'--'-'...---1 
ESTABLISHMENT - (Formerly Parker Chemic 1') 
H d Plastics Cor oration B-2422 

CITY 

Stre j;__ ___ _ 
CONTACT 

REMARKS: 

MAY 
STAFF 

01 MAJOR SOURCE 

02 MINOR SOURCE 

03 RESIDENCE 

As an entbari zed representati ve__of the (L fl. EPA, on May 
14, 1982, I conducted a site investigation to evaluate 
Hnoker·chemicals and Plastics Corporation in Morenci for 
compliance of Subtitle C of the Resource Conservation 
Recovery Act (RCRA) 

04 MEE-.TING - CONFERENCE 

OS TRAINING 

Puring the inves.tigation, T completed the farm: RCHA 
Inspection Report, The company has applied for storage 
only on their Part A application, no treatment or 
disposal. 

During this inspection, I ....o.b.s.er_ved one hozardons waste 
drum storage area on the bank of a river on a concrete 
ped ·on· the north side of a storage hlli 1 ding I observed 

(labeled ?'efollowing problems with this drum storage 
~in tbe Part A application)· --~----

(1) 

(2) 
( 3) 

(4) 

Leaking, corroded metal drums (approximatelY__l,000 
drums in storage}, 
Uncovered dr11ms 
One drum with an apparent forklift hole near the 
bo±toni-drnm was. empty - except a ·re:w: i ncbeq__QJ_ __ _ 
liquid below the hole, 

07 

08 

09 

10 

DO OTHER lexpla1nl 

SURVEY ACTION 

01 E::.MISS!ON POINTS 
INVESTIGATED 

02 VISIBLE EMISSION 
EVALUATION 

03 SOURCE TEST ISTI\FF)' 

04 SOURCE TEST 
!COMPANY) 

I 
05 CH=!AB SAMPLE 

06 PICTURES TAKEN 

09 

10 

11 

TYPE NO. 

On the surfeC'e of the concrete in hetwe.en..._tb.e.__._r_QJ,[..s__ 
of drums, ooze and colored waste .material had 13 ---~'--,--e-•-----~-'--'~ 
coJ 1 ected It ~looked as -1.f_ these drJJms had--he.e~ 
stored and waste had been leaking for a considerable 

(5) Drums were collapsed and falling into the fence on 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

(6) 

( 7) 

t.he laank af the riirer, -~- --- - - -· ---------------
·one partially burried drum between the fence and rn 

· · · 00 0 T Hf:.f~ fox lain) the riYer at the north end-----ef--t.Be--Btor-age li\lilding-.-- 1=~· =================.==J 
While walking on the east side of this drum storage COMPLIANCE STATUS 

eu•.ea. I a'eaer,ed a strong, irritating sdar, I 
asked Richard Fredrick what the odor was; he said 

· lie ealild net smell--any-1aRi-ng. ---·-I---t.hen--a&k<¾l-.;,a"""'d'--­
rec.ei ved permission to inspect the roof to determine 

A. 

C our or cciMPLtANCE 
ON A SCHEDULE 

ON A SCHEDULE MEETING 

INCREMENTS 

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT 

if this eder was emanating from a proeefl&-8-taei.-~ o. 
While on the roof, I could not detect the odor. I 
asked Hr, 'Fredriek ts fello-w--ui, on thier~nd determine "· 
where it was coming from, and also said I would be 

F, ON A SCHEDULE, NOT tack ,to ineest.igate fu:1thc1 o 

KNOWN IF MEETING 

INCHEMENTS 

,, 



• "'. ,,., DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL p-~ouRCES • COMPLAINT • NESHAP 
HE.CEIVl::D 

AIR QUALITY DIV!~ ,N • f'l:.HMI f • NSPS 
ACTION 

ACTIVITY REPORT • ANNUAL COMPLIANCE:' • REVISED !NVESl l(;A flON 
COMl'Lf 11:.U 

;-------------------------- ·-·~·-------.. 
ESTABLISHMENT No 

ll-
CITY 

CONTACT TITLE 

PRIMARY ACTIVITY 

REMARKS: 

( B} There w:a s not enough a is] e .. _sp.a.c._e.......:tn_alla.1-L_the_ ___ _ 
unobstructed movement of personnel and spill control 
en_pipment in violation of BCBA-265 35 

This hazardous vs:1.s.t.e storage area bad many-----ll"ioJetions 
under RCRA of which I will do more investigating, but 
there a) so appeared to be Act 245 or water di scbarge 1dola 
Therefore, I will contact Water Quality Division and Al 
Howard, En,dro.n:mental Seriricea Diirisioi:i., Qffic'il of Haz 
ardous Waste Management to arrange further investigations 
and documentatio:t1 of thirs hazardous 1ra.ste-es"t;,;o>ire<aa.,g°""<1----­
facility' s unacceptable storage area. 

.. ------·~--·----

~-----~-----·---------- ··---·- ---·-·-·-•-·"--• .. ------· _,, ··-·-----

SiATUS 

OIST 111\.T 

PROJECT 

01 MAJOH SOURCE: 

02 M!NOH SOUHCE: 

03 RESIDENCE 

04 MEETING , ... CONFE.AENCE 

05 TRAINING·'· 

07 

i~n 
09 

10 

00 OTHER (explain) 

SURVEY ACTION 

01 EMISSION ~QINTS 
INVESTIGATED 

02 VISIBLE· !::MISSION 
EVALUATION 

03 

04 SOURCE TEST 
(COMPANY) 

05 GRAB SAMPLE 

06 PICTURES T,AKEN 

09 

1() 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

1 7 

18 

19 
00 OTHf:Fl !ex )lain) 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

A. IN COMPLIANCE 

B, UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE 

/(.,,":. 

C, OUT OF COMPLIANCE' NOT / 

ON A SCHEDULE 

D, ON A SCHEDULE MEETING ,,IC, 

INCREMENTS 

E, ON A SCHEDULE, NOT /,t:} i• 
MEETING INCREMENTS 

F ON A SCHEDULE,. NOT 

KNOWN IF MEETING · 

INCREMENTS _________ , ____ . ______ ,, __ ~--------~--R,c56:-4c:2-~ 

,' 3/77 

----•-.. ··-·-··"•"•----···· 



,.~KER DIVISION/ INTER-COMPANY MEMORANDUM\ 4%.L\;~ "4 
, .,.,_,a 1-1<\."' .:i. 'l t"i ec: 
. b "\ 1..; ~ I<,,,;.,..._; 

14, 1982 

To: 

Date: May 

From: J. E. Hutchison 

Depyloc: Manufacturing-Morenci 

Subject RCRA Inspection 

On May 14, 1982, Linda Koivuniemi, representative for the Michigan 
Department of Natural Resources, Air Quality Division, perfonned a 
RCRA inspection of the Morenci facility. Those asked to give their 
input were Richard Speed, Richard Fredrick, Leland Huffaker, and 
Joyce Hutchison. 

listed below are the items that were suggested by Ms. Koivuniemi to 
assist us in our RCRA compliance. 

o Log dates of outgoing manifests and date of returned certificate 
of disposal and signed manifests. 

o List of waste materials consisting of quality, quantity, and/or 
volume. 

· o Follow up RCRA training 1vith employees, train Jose' Diccion. 

o For our Waste Analysis Plan - keep a record and copies of all tests 
ru.n on wastes, including Pane 1 Department sludge. The records a re 
to be kept at Morenci. An operating log must be kept as per Section 
265.73. 

o Institute a log for inspection of our fence that perimeters our waste 
material. This inspection should be done once a week, along with 
inspection of storage area as per Section 265.15. 

Review RCRA Plan annually. 
;-,'""'"S'':i,A ,;,;.1x,,i,o/';\,.::.:Y ~ 

str,rP waste two drums 1vide with a suitable aisle to walk thru for 
nspections. 

Copies: 

o All leaking containers must be transferred immediately to good con-
.tainers, and all spills promptly and properly cleaned up. •, 

o Submit Emergency Contingency Plan to local authorities, police chief 
and fire chief. A letter should accompany plan requesting their sig­
nature to confirm that they received such information. 

----------------------------------



SUBJECT: RCRA Inspection 
DATE: May 14, 1982 
PAGE 2 

o Closure Plan - cost estimate must be updated once a year, by May 
· 19. Be sure to date the cost estimate as per Section -265.75. 

o Training of employees should be updated at least once per _year and 
recorded as per Section 265.16. 

o The RCRA Interim Status Manual prepared in 1981 by R. G. Speed and 
L. K. Huffaker, which addressed all of the above items as well as 
the complete Section 265, texts were most helpful to the inspector. 
This manual should be updated and reissued. 



STATED ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION V 

·rN THE MATTER OF: 

Hooker Chemicals & Plastics 
·corporation 
Morenci, Michigan' 

EPA ID NO. MI 058723867 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO, 

COMPLAINT AND 
FINDINGS OF VIOLATION 

. This complaint is pursuant to Section 3008 of the Resource 

'Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976, as amended (RCRA), 42 

U.S,C. 6928, and is equivalent to a Compliance Order referred to 

in that Section. The Complainant is the Director, Enforcement 

Division, Region V, United States Environmental Protection Agency 

· (u,s,' EPA). The Respondent Hooker Chemicals & Plastics Corporation, 

located at 322W. Main Street, Morenci, Michigan. 

Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 6928{a) and based on a compliance in­

spection conducted by an authorized representative of the U.S. 

EPA on May 14, 1982, May 18, 1982 and May 27, 1982 it has been 

determined that Hooker Chemicals & Plastics, is in violation of 

Subtitle C of RCRA, Section 3004, 42 U.S.C. 6924 and regulations 

40 CFR 265.15(b), 265.17, 265.31, 265,32(a), 265.35, 265.53(b), 265.73, 

265.76, 265.171,265.173(a) and 265,173(b), 

FINDINGS 

This determination is based on the following findings of violation: 

1. ·The Respondent submitted a Permit application as required· 

by RCRA, Section, 3010, on November 18, 1980(?). The Respo11dent was 

granted Interim Status under RCRA on that date and is required to comply 



that date. 

2. Pursuant to 4o CFR 265.15 (b), the owner/operator is 

required to develop a written schedule for inspecting all monitor­

ing, safety, emergency and operating equipment at the facility, The 

inspection may vary for the items on the schedule, 

;u,e,,a subject to spills, such as loading and ·unloading areas, must · 

when in use, At the time of the inspections, 

the owrier/operator had no written inspection schedule for daily 

inspections, a violation of40 CFR 265 .15 (b). 

3, Pursuant to 40 CFR 265.17, the owner/operator must take 

.precautions to prevent accidental ignition or reaction of ignitable 

. or reactive waste. This waste must be separated and protected from 

sources of ignition or reaction. "No Smoking" signs must be con­

spicuously placed wherever there is a hazard from igni ti ble or reactive 

waste. At the time of the inspections, the owner/operator was storing 

an ignitible waste (70% ethylamine) open and did not have conspicuous 

"No Smoking" signs, a vi.olation of 40 CFR 265 ,17. 

4. Pursuant to 265,31, the owner/operator must maintain 

facilities to minimize the possibility of a release of hazardous waste 

or hazardous waste constituents to air, soil, or surface water which 

could threa.ten human health or the environment, At the time of the 

inspections hazardous waste drum contents were leaking onto the ground, 

stored open and releasing hazardous waste into the atmosphere, as well 

as, water run-off was being allowed to drain into·a·river, since the 

storage area was located on a river bank, a violation of40 CFR 265. 3L 



3 

5,. Pur~uant to. 40 CFH 265,32 (a), the owner/operator is 

required to equip the facility with an alarm or internal communi- · 

· cation systems capable of providing immediate emergency instructions 

to facility personnel. At the time of the inspections, the owner/ 

operator did not provide either of the above systems in the storage 

areas located outside the buildings,a violation of 40 CFR 265 .. 32 (a), 

' . 6. Pursuant to 40 CFR 265. 35, the owner/operator must 

maintain space to allow the unobstructed movement of personnel, 

fir~ protection e<1uipment, spill control e(luipment and decontamination 

. e'luipment to any area of facility operation. At the time of the 

inspections, the owner/operator did not provide ade<1uate aisle space to 

clean up spilled waste which was present, a violation of40 CFR 265,35, 

7, Pursuant to 40 CFR 265,53 (b) a copy of the contingency 

plan and all revisions to the plan must be submitted to all local 

police departments, fire departments, hospitals, and state and local 

emergency response teams that may be called upon to provide emergency 

services. At the time of the inspections, the owner/operator had not 

supplied the re(luired, local authorities with copies of the contingency 

plan, a violation of 4o CFR 53 (b). 

8. ·Pursuant to 40 CFR 265, 73, the owner/operator must keep a 

written operating record at his facility. The following information 

must be recorded: (1) A description and the 'quantity of each hazar­

dous waste received, and the method(s) and date(s) of its treatment, 

storage, or disposal; (2) The location of each hazardous waste within 

the facility and the <1uantity at each location. At the time. of the 
' ' .. 

inspections the owner/operator did not. haye a written operating r~cord 

· describing the quantity, location and dates of hazardous waste received 
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or.' stored. 

9, Pursuant to 40 CFR 265,76, if a facility accepts for 

.treatment, storage or disposal any hazardous waste from an off-

. site source without an accompanying manifest, then the owner/ 

operator must prepare and submit a single copy of a report to. th~ 

Regional Administrator within 15 days after receiving the waste. 

At the time of the inspections the owner/operator had unmanifested 

hazardous waste from off-site facilities in storage, a violation of 

40 CFR 265. 76, 

10. Pursuant to 4o CFR 265.171, the owner/operator is re­

quired to transfer hazardous waste from leaking or in poor 

condition containers to proper containers or to manage the 

hazardous waste in a manner that complies with other 40 CFR 265 

requirements. At the time of the inspections, the owner/operator 

stored hazardous waste in containers which were in poor condition 

and leaking, a violation of 40 CFR. 265.171, 

11. Pursuant to.40 CFR 265.173 (a), the owner/operator is 

required to keep all hazardous waste containers closed except to 

add or remove waste. At the time of the inspections, containers 

holding hazardous waste were found to be stored open, a violation 

of 40 CFR 265.173 (a). 

12. Pursuant to 40 CFR 265.173 (b), the owner/operator is 

requi~ed to manage containers holding hazardous waste in a manner which 

will prevent the container from rupture or.leaking, At the time of 
• •, ,' ' 'I .• 

th~ irispections the owner/operator stored hazardous waste in containers 

with holes and leaking, a violation of 40 CFH 265.173 (b). 



ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Hooker Chemicals and Plastics 

Corporation, Morenci, Michigan, take the following corrective 

action within the specified time for achieving compliance with 

Subtitle C of RCRA, Section 3004, 112 U. S, C, 692!1 and regulations 

40 CFR 265,15 (b), 265,17, 265.31, 265.32 (a), 265,35, 265,53 (b), 

265,73, 265,76, 265.171, 265.173 (a) and 265.173 (b). 

l. The owner/operator shall within 30 days of receipt of 

this Order achieve compliance with the following requirements: 

a. An acceptable, written facility inspection schedule 

shall be developed and implemented. 

b. "No Smoking" signs shall be conspicuously placed 

wherever there is a hazard from ignitible or reactive 

waste. 

c. At appropriate locattons throughout the facility, 

alarm or internal communication systems shall be 

installP.d to provide emergency instructions to all 

personnel. 

d. Adequate aisle space shall be provided in those 

areas of the facility where emergency response equip­

ment and personnel will require during emergencies and 

inspections. 

e. The contingency plan and all revisions to the plan shall 

be provided to local and.police and fire departments, 

hospitals and emergency response teams that may be called 

on .to provide emergency services. 
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f, All hazardous waste containers shall be provided 

with lids and kept sealed, except during waste 

movements in or out of containers. 

g. All containers or tanks, which receive hazardous 

waste for storage or treatment, and which leak, are 

corroded or otherwise allow the waste to leave the 

container or tank shall be replaced by containers or 

tanks of good operating condition. All wastes held by 

the above containers or tanks shall be transferred to 

suitable containers or tanks until the replacement is 

completed. 

2. The owner/operator shall upon receipt of this Order: 

a. Place all wastes received or generated by the facility, 

in containers or tanks which are in good condition and 

compatible with the waste. 

b. Report all unmanifested hazardous waste to the Regional 

Administrator within 15 days. 

c. Maintain a written operating record describing the 

quantity, location and dates of hazardous received or 

stored • 

. 3. The Respondent shall notify the U.S. EPA in writins upon 

achieving compliance with this Order and any part thereof. This 

notification shall be submitted to the Director, Enforcement Division, 

Regio_n V, United States Environmental Protection Agency, Water & 

Hazardous. Materials Enforcement Branch, Attention: Compliance 

Section, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago,. Illinois 60604. 



'( 

· A civil penalty of ______ is assessed for the violation 

set forth in the Findings above, pursuant to Sections 3008(c) and 

3D08(g) (42 U.S.C. 6928), 

Failure to comply with any requirement of this Compliance 

Dreier shall subject the above named Respondent to liability for a civil_ 

penalty of up to $25,000,00 (TWENTY-FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS) for each day 

of continued noncompliance, U.S. EPA is authorized to assess such 

penalties pursuant to Section 3008(a) (3). 

'l'he proposed penalty has been set at the indicated level based 

upon an analysis of the seriousness of the violations cited herein, 

the potential harm to human health and the environment, the conduct 

of the Respondent, and the ability of the Respondent to pay penalties. 

NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARING 

The above named person is hereby notified that the above Order 

shall become final unless said person has requested in writing a public 

hearing on the Order no later than 30 days from the date this Order is 

served. You have the right to request a hearing to contest any 

factual allegation set forth in the Complaint or the appropriateness 

of any-proposed compliance schedule or penalty. In the event that 

you wish to request a hearing,and to avoid havi.,ng the Compliance Order 

become final without further proceedings, you must file a written 

answer to this Complaint with the Regional Hearing Clerk, U. S. EPA, 

Region ·v, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 6060~. within 

30 days of your receipt of this notice. A copy of this answer and any 

subsequent document filed in this action should also be sent to_ 



8 

Enforcement Division, Attention: Water & Hazardous Materials 

Enforcement Branch, Compliance Section at the same address. 

Your answer should clearly and directly admit, deny, or explain 

each of the factual allegations of which you have knowledge. 

Said answer should contain (1) a definite statement of the 

facts which constitute the grounds of defense, and (2) a concise 

statement of the facts which you intend to place at issue in the 

hearing. The denial of any material fact or the raising of any 

affirmative defense shall be construed as a request for a hearing. 

A copy of the Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing the 

Administrative Assessment of Civil Penalties and the Revocation 

or Suspension of Permits (40 CFR 22, 45 Fed. Reg. 24363 as amended 

by 45 F~. Reg. 79808), accompanies this Complaint. These 

Regulations are applicable to this Administrative action. 

SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE 

Whether or not you request a hearing, you may confer informally 

with U, S. EPA concerning (1) whether the alleged violations in fact 

occurred as set forth above, (2) the appropriateness of the compliance 

schedule, (3) the appropriateness of any proposed penalty in relation 

to the size of your business, the gravity of the violations, and the 

effect of the proposed penalty on your ability to continue in business. 

You may request an informal settlement conference at any time by 

contacting this office. However, any such request will not affect 

the 30_ day time limit for responding to this Complaint or requesting 

a formal hearing on the violations alleged herein. U. S. EPA encourages 

all parties to pursue the possibilities of settlement through informal 

conferences. 

_________ ............ __ ,,_ .. 
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Request for an informal, conference or service of document 

should be made to Mr. Michael Mutnan, Enforcement Division, at 

the above named address, telephone number (312) 353-2110. 

Dated this _____ day of __________ , 1982 

Director, Enforcement Division 
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region V 




